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April 26, 2015 

  

“Does Science Disprove Christianity?” (Pt. 1) 

 

 

 

Intro 
 

� Esqueleto in Nacho Libre 

 

 

“Religion once offered answers to many questions that have now been ceded to 

the care of science. This process of scientific conquest and religious forfeiture 

has been relentless, one-directional, and utterly predictable.”  

–Sam Harris, Letter to a Christian Nation, 107 

 

 

 

Science & Religion: The Myth of Warfare 
 

� Andrew Dickson White’s A History of the Warfare of Science with Theology in Christendom 

(1896) 

� John William Draper’s History of the Conflict between Science and Religion (1874) 

 

 

� Tokens in the myth of warfare: Galileo 

 

 

“There is a fundamental difference between religion, which is based on 

authority, and science, which is based on observation and reason. Science will 

win because it works.”  

–Stephen Hawking, in interview with ABC News’s Diane Sawyer 

 

 

• Religion and science are seen as two competing sources of knowledge—one that’s 

driven by blind assumptions and the other driven by evidence. 
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Science vs. Scientism 

 

• “What science cannot tell us, mankind cannot know” (Bertrand Russell). 

 

 

• Clearly there are things we know that the scientific method cannot tell us. 

 

 

• Science itself rests on unproven assumptions.  

 

 

• Scientism is self-refuting.  

 

 

 

Theistic Foundations for Science 

 

• What must the world be like in order for science to be able to work? 

 

 

The laws of nature  

 

 

“It is not at all natural that ‘laws of nature’ exist, much less that man is able to 

discover them.” –Eugene Wigner, “The Unreasonable Effectiveness of 

Mathematics in the Natural Sciences,” Communications of Pure and Applied 

Mathematics, 5 

 

 

Math applied to the natural world 

 

 

• It’s not obvious that math should so beautifully describe the natural world if 

nature is just the accidental byproduct of the Big Bang and math is just the 

invention of the human brain. 
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Scientific Support for Theism 

 

Beginning of the Universe  

 

• For centuries secular scientists maintained that the universe was eternal. 

 

� Cosmological Argument 

1. Whatever begins to exist has a cause.  

2. The universe began to exist. 

3. Therefore, the universe has a cause. 

 

Fine-Tuning of the Universe  

 

“Today there are more than 200 known parameters necessary for a planet to support 

life—every single one of which must be perfectly met, or the whole thing falls apart. 

Without a massive planet like Jupiter nearby, whose gravity will draw away asteroids, 

a thousand times as many would hit Earth’s surface. The odds against life in the 

universe are simply astonishing. Yet here we are, not only existing, but talking about 

existing. What can account for it? …There’s more. The fine-tuning necessary for life to 

exist on a planet is nothing compared with the fine-tuning required for the universe to 

exist at all. For example, astrophysicists now know that the values of the four 

fundamental forces—gravity, the electromagnetic force, and the ‘strong’ and ‘weak’ 

nuclear forces—were determined less than one millionth of a second after the big 

bang. Alter any one value and the universe could not exist. For instance, if the ratio 

between the nuclear strong force and the electromagnetic force had been off by the 

tiniest fraction of the tiniest fraction—by even one part in 100,000,000,000,000,000—

then no stars could have ever formed at all. Feel free to gulp. 

 

Multiply that single parameter by all the other necessary conditions, and the odds 

against the universe existing are so heart-stoppingly astronomical that the notion that 

it all “just happened” defies common sense. It would be like tossing a coin and having 

it come up heads 10 quintillion times in a row. Really? 

 

Fred Hoyle, the astronomer who coined the term ‘big bang,’ said that his atheism was 

‘greatly shaken’ at these developments. He later wrote that ‘a common-sense 

interpretation of the facts suggests that a super-intellect has monkeyed with the 

physics, as well as with chemistry and biology… The numbers one calculates from the 

facts seem to me so overwhelming as to put this conclusion almost beyond question.’” 

–Eric Metaxas, “Science Increasingly Makes the Case for God,” The Wall Street Journal 

(Dec. 25, 2014) 
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A Christian View of Science 
 

• It’s not surprising that it’s the Judeo-Christian worldview that provided us with 

modern science.  

 

 

“Even the most atheistic scientists accept as an act of faith the existence of a law-

like order in nature that is at least in part comprehensible to us. So science can 

proceed only if the scientist adopts an essentially theological worldview.”  

–Paul Davies, “Design in Physics and Cosmology,” God and Design: The 

Teleological Argument and Modern Science, 148 

 

 

 

God’s Two Books 

 

• General Revelation & Special Revelation 

 

“The heavens declare the glory of God, and the sky above proclaims his handiwork. 2 

Day to day pours out speech, and night to night reveals knowledge. 3 There is no 

speech, nor are there words, whose voice is not heard. 4 Their voice goes out through 

all the earth, and their words to the end of the world. 

…7 The law of the Lord is perfect, reviving the soul; the testimony of the Lord is sure, 

making wise the simple; 8 the precepts of the Lord are right, rejoicing the heart; the 

commandment of the Lord is pure, enlightening the eyes” (Ps. 19:1-8) 

 

 

• Since both nature and the Bible contain the revelation of God, Christians should 

not take an antagonistic posture toward science. 

 
 

� “All truth is God’s truth” 
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When Scripture and Science Collide 

 

• What do we do when scientific theories don’t line up with what we’re convinced 

Scripture teaches? 

 

� Darwinian evolution 

 

“It is absolutely safe to say that if you meet somebody who claims not to believe 

in evolution that person is ignorant, stupid, or insane.” –Richard Dawkins, “Put 

Your Money on Evolution,” The New York Times (April 9, 1989) 

 
 

� The age of the earth  

 

 

 

Maybe we’re misreading science 
 

� Young Earth Creationism 

 

 

 

 

Maybe we’re misreading Scripture 
 

� Varieties of Old Earth Creationism 

 

 

 

  

Maybe we’re misappropriating the conclusions 
 

� Methodological Naturalism vs. Supernaturalism 

 

  



Lakeview Christian Center       School of the Word 

Faith in “A World Without God”       Evan May 

 

24 

 

 

Biblical Parameters for Interpreting Genesis 1-2 

 

 

 

Genesis is not a “science textbook,” but it is recording events that really happened. 

 

 

“We should also observe that Genesis 1–3 is integrated into a larger whole, 

namely, the book of Genesis. The book of Genesis in turn fits into the Pentateuch, 

the Five Books of Moses (Genesis–Deuteronomy); and the Pentateuch by God’s 

plan forms the first portion of the canon of Scripture that now includes everything 

that we have in the Bible today. Genesis as a whole is written about people such as 

Noah, Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, and Joseph, whom it presents as real people, who 

lived and died and who went through specific experiences in time and space. 

References in later parts of the Old Testament and in the New Testament confirm 

that the Bible regards these people as real people rather than characters in 

fictional or semifictional stories. Adam, Noah, Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob are listed 

in Luke 3:23–38 among the ancestors of Christ. Genesis, of course, is selective in 

what it records. But it presents the events as events that really did happen. The 

fact that Genesis 1–3 is integrated into the larger book of Genesis confirms that 

the first chapters in Genesis are describing events in time and space, things that 

happened rather than things that are made up.”  

–Vern Poythress, Christian Interpretations of Genesis 1, 20 

 

 

• At the same time, we should also recognize that Gen. 1-3 is highly stylized, and it 

contains literary symbolism throughout.  
 

� “Exalted prose narrative” 
 

 

 

Adam and Eve are real historical individuals, from whom the human race descends. 

 

“And he made from one man every nation of mankind to live on all the face of the 

earth, having determined allotted periods and the boundaries of their dwelling place” 

(Acts 17:26) 
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Genesis 1 presents the days of creation as real workdays taking place in succession. 

 
 

� “Analogical Day” View 
 

 

• There is an analogical rather than identical relationship between God’s creative 

activity and man’s. 
 

 

“God’s rest from the work of creation is everlasting. By inference, the day of God’s 

rest, closely linked with his act of rest, is everlasting. It is not twenty-four hours 

long. Man’s day of rest, commanded in Exodus 20:8–11, can still be twenty-four 

hours because it is analogical to God’s rest. The analogy rather than the identity in 

length is the salient factor. If analogy belongs to the seventh day, it belongs also to 

the other six days. So again the salient factor is not the length of time, as measured 

by a clock of some kind, but rather the kinds of activities that take place during the 

day.” –Vern Poythress, Christian Interpretations of Genesis 1, 24 

 

“A big difference between the day-age and analogical day view is what they do for 

the meaning of the word ‘day.’ The day-age view appeals to the sense ‘period of 

undefined length,’ while the analogical days view takes the word in its ordinary 

meaning, but applies that meaning analogically. (This is just what we do with 

other analogical terms like ‘eyes of the Lord’: we don’t need a new entry in the 

dictionary for ‘eye’; we use the ordinary meaning and apply it by analogy to God.” 

–C. John Collins, Science and Faith: Friends or Foes?, 57 

 

 

• A 24 hr. day or young earth view may not be demanded by the text of Genesis. 

But abandoning a young earth view may not be demanded by science.  
 

 

 

� “Mature Creation” View 
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RESOURCES 

 

Books: 

� Redeeming Science: A God-Centered Approach by Vern S. Poythress 

� The Devil’s Delusion: Atheism and Its Scientific Pretensions by David Berlinski 

� Seven Days That Divide the World: The Beginning According to Genesis and Science by 

John Lennox 

� 40 Questions About Creation and Evolution by Kenneth Keathley & Mark Rooker 

 

 

Articles: 

� “A Reformed Approach to Science and Scripture” by Keith A Mathison (free ebook 

download) 

� “Christian Interpretations of Genesis 1” by Vern S. Poythress 

� “What Makes Science Possible?” by Vern S. Poythress 

 

 

Videos: 

� “The Kalam Cosmological Argument” from Reasonable Faith (Youtube) 

� “The Fine Tuning of the Universe” from Reasonable Faith (Youtube) 

 

 


